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THE MORE DANGEROUS 


There isa loud and persist- 
ent demand, coming chiefly 
from certain clergymen and 
politicians, that we start a 
worldwide campaign against 
Nazi-ism. Thishas been spark- 
ed, of course, by the recent 
outbursts of neo-Nazi hood- 
lumism. As I reported last 
week, there is little doubt 
that these outrages were be- 
gun as part of a communist 
scheme to put West Germany in 
a bad light. Then they were 
imitated by young punks and 
crackpots, many of whom prob- 
ably cannot define Nazi-ism, 


MENACE 


or even tell you who Hitler 
was. I mentioned the treatment 
given three young malcontents 


in New York, as contrasted 
with the be-nice-to-commun- 
ists attitude so prevalent 
these days. A judge ordered 
these would-be Nazis charged 
with treason. Fortunately, 
wiser counsels prevailed, and 
this charge - which involves 
the death penalty -was thrown 
out by another judge. 
However, it was interesting 
to note a story about another 
of these would-be Nazis. He 
holds a commission in the 








Naval Reserve. The Navy has 
now instituted proceedings to 
get rid of him, provided he 
does not resign voluntarily. 
I am sure he does not belong 
in the Navy, since he openly 
calls himself a Nazi. But I 
cannot help recalling another 
famous case which resulted in 
an all-out attack on a patri- 
otic American senator. 
Remember the Peress case? 
Peress was inducted into the 
Army and given the rank of 
captain. He refused to take a 
pledge of loyalty to the 
United States. He was in the 
medical division, and later 
the Surgeon General of the 
Army recommended that he be 
dismissed. Instead, he was 
promoted to the rank of major! 
This case cameto the atten- 
tion of the late Senator Joe 


McCarthy. He questioned Per- 
ess about his communist 
connections. Peress refused 
to answer nearly three dozen 
questions, on the ground that 
his answers might incriminate 
him. What happened? All the 
forces of smear, vilification, 
abuse, and investigation, were 
turned loose —- not on Peress, 
but on Senator McCarthy. And 
to this day we do not know 
who promoted Peress. 

May I suggest that these 
clergymen and politicians - 
who are now so worked up 
about scattered neo-Nazi 
outrages - could perform a 
wonderful service for the 
United States if they got 
equally indignant about the 
infiltration and subversion 
of the many times more numer- 
ous Red termites in our midst. 


PROPAGANDA IN THE MOVIES 


It looks as if the movie 
industry - or a certain part 
of it - is determined to cut 
its own throat. Perhaps it 
might be better to say that a 
small number of producers are 
out to give the whole industry 
a black eye. As you probably 
know, the people who make 
motion pictures, and the 
theatres which show them, 
have not had too easy a time 
of it in recent years. Tele- 


Vision takes most of the blame 
for the plight of the movie 
industry. Undoubtedly com- 
petition from television has 
had its effect. But the fact 
remains that when a movie 
company produces real enter- 
tainment — and does it well - 
it makes money on a picture. 
The movie industry, as well 
as television, has been under 
attack recently because of 
emphasis on violence and sex 
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in certain pictures. Of course 
a movie producer has a right 
to make any kind of picture 
he wishes. And if a theatre- 
owner wants to show the 
picture, that’s his business. 
But the public has a right to 
have its attention called to 
the type of pictures made - 
and to stay away from them if 
it wishes. You would suppose 
the movie industry would be 
sufficiently concerned about 
the rising criticism of pic- 
tures filled with violence 
and sex. But now it looks as 
though certain producers are 
making another mistake. It is 
a mistake they made once be- 
fore — and one which may have 
had a good deal to do with 
turning the public against 
their product. They are going 


in for propaganda — and pro- 
communist propaganda at that. 

During the Second World War 
we were treated to a whole 
batch of pro-Red movies. Many 
of the scripts for these pic- 
tures were written by Red and 
pro-Red script-writers who 
were riding high in Hollywood. 
They were very effective too, 
because the propaganda was 
slippedin slyly and cleverly, 
so that the moviegoer did not 
know he was being propagand- 
ized. For instance, priests 
would be shown as part of the 
everyday scene in Russia. 
Capitalists were always vill- 
ains, and poor workingmen 
always heroes. All Russians 
were pictured as wonderful - 
and all Germans as beasts. 
Incidentally, a good many of 
these old propaganda films 
are now turning up on tele- 
vision. 

A group of screen writers, 
directors, and producers —who 
later came to be known as the 
Hollywood Ten - plus others 
who subsequently confessed to 
their Red connections, were 
responsible for a good many of 
these pictures. Thanks to ex- 
posure by certain stalwart 
congressmen, senators and 
others, moviegoers became 
aware of what had been put 
over on them. This is why I 
say the current handful of 








producers is making a mistake. 
They may be dealing with a 
much more sophisticated pub- 
lic than they were back in 
the war years. People go to 
the movies to be entertained- 


SOME RECENT EXAMPLES 


For instance, a picture re- 
cently opened simultaneously 
in more than a dozen cities 
around the world. It is call- 
ed “On The Beach.” It was 
produced by Stanley Kramer. 
He is a fine producer, but in 
the past he has fallen for 
scripts by left-wingers. His 
new picture is based on a 
novel by Nevil Shute. But Mr. 
Shute, just before his death, 
said he refused to see the 
picture because he did not 
like what had been done with 
his story. The picture is 
supposed to depict what hap- 
pens after an atomic attack. 
Scientists - even left-wing 
scientists — say it bears no 
relation to the actual facts 
about nuclear fall-out. But 
the notion behind the picture 
seems to be to soften us up - 
and scare the life out of 
us — so that we will agree to 
communist terms and quit 
testing nuclear weapons. 

Another recent picture, 
produced by MGM, is called 
“Never So Few.” It is suppos- 
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not to be propagandized. And 
if they get the notion that 
once again they are paying 
money for propaganda instead 
of entertainment, the whole 
movie industry may suffer. 


edly based on a true story 
about the war in China. But 
it follows the old Red line. 
There are some “‘bad guys” who 
bother the American hero. 
Guess who they are. Chinese 
Reds? Oh, no — Chinese Nation- 
alists are the villains! The 
Washington newsletter Human 
Events said of these two 
recent movies that they are 
“a psychological warfare 
victory for the communists —- 
coming not from Moscow but 
from Hollywood.” 

Then, on top of this, came 
the news that another movie 
producer, Mr. Otto Preminger, 
has hired a script-writer 
named Dalton Trumbo to write 
a new movie. Trumbo is one of 
that famous Hollywood Ten who 
went to jail for refusing to 
tell a congressional committ- 
ee whether or not they were 
communists. It now turns out 
that Trumbo has written a 
number of screen plays under 
other names. Producer Premin- 
ger said he was not interested 
in Trumbo’s politics - only 
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in his ability, It might be 
well for Mr. Preminger and 
all movie producers to go 
back and read something im- 
portant. It is the instruct- 
ions given to a class of 
student actors by one of Mr. 
Trumbo’s former jail-mates. 
He told them: “Unless you 
portray any role given you in 
a manner to further the revo- 
lution and the class war, you 
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Book Review 


EVERYBODY HAS A STAKE 


THE GREAT FARM PROBLEM by 
William H. Peterson, 235 
pages, Regnery,Chicago, $5.00. 

Is anybody interested in 
the farm problem, except 
farmers and politicians? If 
they aren’t, they should be. 
We must all eat and clothe 
ourselves ~ and look to the 
farmer for the raw materials 
to do so. More important, the 
federal government now has 
nearly ten billion dollars 
tied up in farm surpluses. 
This may seem remote and far 
away from our everyday prob- 
lems. But that ten billion 
dollars came out of our 
pockets. And it has been used 
to raise the price of food to 
each and every American. 


have no right to call yourself 
an artist or an actor. You 
must do this regardless of 
what the script says or what 
the director tells you.” | 
In the light of all this, 
we need not be surprised that 
these latest activities in 
the movie industry are being 
hailed by the communist press 
in the United States. 
- John T. Flynn 


network broadcast 1/31/60 


ee ee ee ee ee ie ee ee 


IN IT 


Perhaps the big trouble 
with the farm problem has 
been the professors, the 
farm experts, and the politic- 
ians. They surrounded the 
whole question in such a maze 
of gobbledegook that the man 
with the biggest stake in the 
problem -— the average Ameri- 
can — long ago gave up with 
the remark: “I don’t under- 
stand it; and besides there’s 
no solution to it.” 

But now comes a professor - 
and a professor of economics 
at that -at New York Univers- 
ity who not only understands 
the farm problem, but can 
write about it so that anybody 
else can understand it too. 
He also has a solution for it 








which is so sane and simple 
that it is almost too much to 
hope that the politicians 
will heed it - unless, of 
course, the individual, inde- 
pendent farmer and his city- 
dwelling brother inform 
themselves and the politicians 
on Dr. Peterson’s brilliantly 
clear analysis. 

Besides an interesting run- 
down on the past history of 
the farm problem inthe United 
States, you will find some 
surprising and shocking facts 


in Dr. Peterson’s book. Did 
you know, for example, that 
*‘“*TEACHERS’ LOBBY” - 


“For almost a decade the 
public has been told by those 
who want the federal govern- 
ment to move into the nation’s 
schools that the states, cit- 
ies, towns and school dis- 
tricts have not been meeting 
their responsibilities. 

“Now oneof the chief spons- 
ors of federal aid is talking 
a different way. The National 
Education Association says... 
that ‘state and local school 
systems are currently spend- 
ing approximately $14 billion 
for elementary and secondary 
schools whilethe federal gov- 
ernment is spending less than 
$500 million.’ This, the NEA 
says, is a ‘lopsided arrange- 
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$71,000 of your taxes went to 
help out a“‘poor” farmer in 
the person of the Mississippi 
State Penitentiary? 

However, the overall im- 
portance of the book lies in 
the fact that it applies, in 
many respects, to the growing 
pervasiveness of government 
in every phase of our lives. 
If we can understand what 
this intervention has done in 
only one field — the American 
farm - and how to combat it, 
we will be better fortified 
to fight it in other fields. 

- Rosalie Gordon 


$28 BILLION 


ment.” Therefore, the federal 
government should ‘supple- 
ment’ this state and local 
spending by undertaking a 
school program...the cost of 
which would amount to at 
least $28.6 billion over a 
spanof the first eight years. 

“Also, for almost a decade 
the public was told by the 
federal aiders that there was 
an ‘appalling’ lack of school- 
rooms across the country. 
Apparently the lack isn’t so 
appalling now. For the NEA 
doesn’t want the money it 
thinks the nation’s education 
needs to be used only or even 
mainly for school construction. 

“The NEA wants Congress to 
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put no strings at all on this 
money. The states should be 
permitted to use whatever they 
think necessary for school 
building and...for teachers’ 
salaries. This is sound NEA 
politics, of course; it is 
much easier for a teachers’ 
lobby to besiege 50 state 
legislatures than thousands 
of local school board members 
scattered across the land... 
“We aren’tin favor of keep- 
ing teachers’ salaries low... 
But supporting higher salaries 
for teachers is quite a diff- 
erent thing from accepting a 
national education propaganda 
organization’s arguments that 
unless Congress does as it 
directs the whole of the na- 


PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE 


tion’s education will fall 
apart. And that is the way 
the officials argued, until 
the cold facts proved them 
wrong and forced a switch in 
their story... 

“The facts are that the 
states and school districts 
have met their responsibili- 
ties in such fashion that even 
the NEA is no longer basing 
its demands on the ground that 
the country is running out of 
desks and blackboards... 

‘And the fashion in which 
they were met suggests that 
responsible people on the 
local level will not permit 
their schools to run out of 
teachers either.” - froma 


WALL STREET JOURNAL editorial 


“Wave a friendly welcome to the chap who ruins your last 
good fender. Or claspthe hand of the chap who’s been writing 
your nameonchecks. Better still, hold thedoor for the burg- 
lar who carts away your furniture. Then apply to the State 
Department. You’re a cinch for a job.” 


- Montrose (Calif. ) LEDGER 


Correction: Due to a typographical error, the year 1880 in 
the item entitled “Like Topsy” in our January 15th issue, 
should have read 1800 in both cases. 

To restate the point of the item briefly (and correctly) 
U.S. population from 1800 to 1960 has increased 34 times. 
The number of federal-government employees from 1800 to 1960 
has increased 16,000 times. 
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